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Summit Fmale- Praise From Weinberger -

In-Washington, Some Arms Control Experts Lament Absence of Progress

By BERNARD GWERTZMAN
‘Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Nov. 21 — Some
armg cqntrol experts criticized Presi.
dent Reag:lx‘: mday for apparenﬂy fails
an,

any progress on the central issue of
strategic arms control use
President remains adamant on his
commitment to strategic defense,
which is a fundamental obstacle to
i i in

ing to
or te affirm e:nstmg anns acoords ith
Mikhail 8, ei!;aclzev. the Soviet lead-

er, durlng their two-day meeting.

But Defensd Secretary Caspar W.
Weinberger, who had expressed con-
cern that Mr. Reagan might be pres-
sured into statements of support for the
1972 antiballisti¢ missile treaty and the
1979 strategic arms limitation accord,
praised Mr. Reagan for standing firm.
He said jt was “‘significant and vital”
that therq werg;no accords fo curb
work on spsce—based defenses..

One of the, arms: control
Spurgeon Keeny, who presldent of f.hs
Arms Control Associatign and a former
deputy director of thqAnn

Control
and Disarmament. qu:cy. said:
““There ig no evidencg that there was

i

strategic arms.” :
Bipartisan Support Shown
On Capitol Hill, in a shqw of biparti-
san suppon that began before the sum-
it meeti 3 when Democrats en-
o leagan’s mission, Speaker
Thomas P. O’Neill af the House of Rep-
ive, who is a M
lanned to join Senator Bob
llcanafKans s, wholsthe
his arrival at’

Force Base

The House Democratic leaderslnp,
a statement issued by Mr. O’Neill, un-
derscored the ambivalence of mem-
bers of Congress.

“We believe the discussions in
Geneva have begun the important pro-

Democrat,
Dole, R«
Senate majonty leader,

cess of reducing tensions between the
United States and the Soviet Union,”
the statement said. But it added, “We
had hoped for more substantive
progress in mns contml human rights
and regior cts.”"

Senafor Dcle sald the summit meet-

ing was “a to a pr
cess of dzal ?’r‘:’elggzlauons,”
which he said me

more comprehenswe and bnng more
concrete progress ln the

Kennedy Is Unemhuslastle

Some members of Congress reacted
with a distinct lack ol enLhusiasm
Senator Edward M. K y
crat of Massachusetts, sald, Perhaps
r | the summit could have gone better, but
it could also have gone much worse.”

Representative Michael D. Barnes,
Democrat of Maryland, @ member of
the House Forelgn Affairs Committee,
said, “There isn’t tremendous eupl
ria here.”

Conservative members who have

been critical of the Administration’s ef-
forts to improve relanons wv.h
Soviet Union expressed disq Sena-
tor Malcolm Wallog Republlcan of
Wyommg, sald. “I have big reserva-
tions about a summits.” He said
this would Iead 10 elfons in the United
States to improve “the climate” for
such meetings and a lesselung of cnll-
cism of the et Union.
Gerard smllh Is Cnr.leal

President Reagan s reported refusal
to abandon research on a space-based
missile defense system, popularly
known as “Star Wars,” drew praise
from Mr. Weinberger. Tt is unusual for
Cabinet members to issue statements
of praise for a President, sincé such
support is assumed. But Mr. Weinber-
ger did not attend the summit confer-
ence and he had sent a letter to Mr.
Reagan urging him to stand firm.
Gerard C. Smith, a former director
of the Arms Control Disarmament
Agency, said the results of the summit

meeting were ‘‘very thin" on arms con-
e |

“Cap emberger should be very

leased " Mr. Smith said. **His advice
gas been follcwed exactly.”

Senator Sam Nunn, Democrat of
Georgia, regarded as a specialist on
arms control, was optimistic. He noted
that the jomt

formally linked to security issues, it is
a_ concern of the American peogl:-
which the Soviet Union must satisfy
fore there can be trust in their word on
bilateral or multilateral issues.”

Shulman Laments Deadlock
‘V[arshal D. Shulman, director of Co-

possibilify of negouaung the medium-
range missile issue separately from
the slrareyc weapons and space
issues
He also praised the discussion in
Geneva of a possible ‘‘nuclear risk re-
duction center,” which had ro-
y him and Senator John War-
ner, Re'publlcan of Vir;
Lmls was said publicly in Geneva
about human rights discussions be-
tween Mr Reagan and Mr. Gorbachev.
The National Conference on Soviet |
Jewry, a group interested in facilitat.
ing the emlgratwn of Soviet Jews, said
in a statement:
“While the fate of Soviet Jewry is not |

the | jumbia L y's Instl.
tute for Advanced Studies of the Soviet
Union, said that wlule the tone of the
summit meeti
Wwas concerns
progress on arms control.

“One can only be pleased that the
tone of the conversations was good and
it may be that this will have intangible
bene ts for the future,” he said. “But
we have to be concerned that both
countries are approaching deplayment
of new ballistic missiles, new cruise
missiles, new submarines, and new
(bombers, as these come along,
they will mewtablybepan of a tenslvu-
begetting process.”

1

Prestdent, Back in the U.S.,
Sees Hope of ‘New Realism’

Continued Flym Pagel
tems,” Mr. Reagay asserted, mankind

could “at long last escape the prison of &

mutusl terror.
repared 20-minute speech not
only oﬂered a review of the Reagan-
Gorbachev sessions — the two leaders
met_alone for nearly five hours in
Genéeva — but also provided a glimpse
of American policy toward the Rus-
siang in the aftermath of the first sum-
mit meeung since 1979,
Mr.’ Reagan addéd that “‘we dis-
cussed threats to the peace in several

PR >

Genlian Arre,;sled on Charge
Of Bilking Ex-Chess Champion | Ki

HAMBURG, West Germany. Nov. 21
(Reuters) — A West German broad-
cast execnr.lve bas been arrested on

jon of swindling Anatoly Karpov,
Lhe fg{;lier world chess champion from
the et Union, out of $446,000 in
royalties, the public prosecutor’s office
announced t

MrH : :h!;‘ ac r:userl the execu- oo |
tive, Helmut Jungwirth, of embezz]

thefees fmmanadvems deal witha
-based - manufacturer of
‘com]

v and depufyhea of West German radio

studlog in ;nﬂver; acted ag intermedt:

H, who denjes’ the

char; a, was taken into custody “be- | t«

cause investigations have gone far
to make such a decision aj r
usu ed,” a spokesman for the
tors office said. He dld
not efal

Mr. Kaxfuv who lost his title tl: Gary
Kasparov this’ mon after a mara
match in Moscow, ed

regions of the world."” '
““ 1 explained my proposals for a

en-
cies that speak for the le are pitted
against regimes wmchpmwsly do not
represent the will or the approval of the
people.
‘They Hit It Off Amadn&ly‘
Beyond this, the Geneva summit
meeting was fmmed by Mr. Reagan 'S
rent personal rapport with Mr.
bachev — “they ‘hit it off amazing-
ly,”” one White House aide said — the
last-mmute decision to issue a joint
mmunique after considerable wran-
over langunge with the Russians
and a series of agreements that in.
cluded cultulsl and educatlonal ex-
0 open consulates in
and Igew Yorkanda Non.h Pauﬂc
air safety pact to avoid mcid such
ag the shooting down of the Korean
nlrllner that had entered into Soviet

ce

an and Mr. Gvrbachev con-

cluded what the President called their

“fireside summit” in Geneva without

substantive agrreement, or even guide-

lmu, on how to limit uuclear arsenals
‘‘Serious differences rem

nmber of critical issues,” sald t.he

EL

ue.

Bu! st ona

at a brief closing ceremony, at the In~

bematlvnal Conference Center, Mr.

Mr. Gorbachev chatted

amlably before separate d -

Mr Rea an to Brussels; Mr. Gorba-

rague — to brief their allfes,

Bel’ore thelr d

oasts o3 with champagne in
a pﬂvate ceremony.

Robert C. McFarlane, the

ite House national security ads

sald last week that a joint communlqué

or statemenl was unllkely, a statement

was it LK Geneva that out-

lined, vaguel e lruuativel endorsed

by me leaders

jum in Geneva

r. Jungwirth safd he had passed on
the! money, but Mr. Karpov said he
never received it.

/

ences ln their systems and approeches
to international issues, @ greafer
understanding of eacht slde s views was
achieved by the two leaders,” said the
statement.

rtures, the two med |{

JOINT STATEMENT: President Reagan and Mlkhall S. Gorbachev chatting as Secretary of State George P. Shultz, right, and Eduard A She-
vardnadze, the Soviet Fo:elgn Mml;ber. signed docuinents at the conclusion ol sumunit méeting yesterday in Geneva.

¥

@ U.S.-Soviet relations and the in- | he!
!mimal situation as a whole," it

‘A Certaln Momentu? ¢/

Mr. Reagan said in a, “‘lhése

two days of talks should infect a certain
‘momentum into our work on the issues
between us, a momemtum we can con-

tinue at the meeting we've decided on Mr.
the differ- | fiext

nlted States official said the sgs-

sion was tentatively scheduled for June
on, wuh a follow- up meet-

m Moscow the following year.

hortly after the joint ReagmGor-

bachev appearance, the Soviet leader

5

Wabwttheneedmlm—
o

orm!erence at the Soviet
Mlssion in whlcll he reiterated his main

£
said, “all restraint
winds." Privately, officials said uxal

achev’s discussion of “‘Star
Wars'" with Mr. Reagan was marked
by anger,

A in the Capitol tonight, Mr.
Reagan ted out that the United
States and the Soviet Union ‘‘remain
far apart on many issues,” such as the
Soviet occupation of fghanistan,
human rights, arms limitation and the

Administration’s proposed = spa
based shield against enem mlssllal
But the President, eé’ tired
aﬂer a Zo-hour da By that lnclud two-
in Brussels to brief allied

lenders on v.he summit meeting,

made it clear that he was impressed | gra
the Soviet leader, that he sought
meetings with him and that he
to hasten arms control negotia-

Dﬂﬂ
“The world i3 waiting the results,”
said Mr. Rea;
An Administration official said that
Mt Reagan was essemmly the
ussians before the American prubuc
tonlgh!—ashehadln(}eneva—-m, as

the omclal pald, “5e! on wn.h n, gel
lxm e‘ln?;‘ ith egotl t :‘aln it
solely with ne a DI’IJ 0 limi 0'
fensive wi been ham-
ence that Mr.

encouraging, be b
abou! the fack of .

On the human rights issus which the '

Admmlstratlon has publlcly muted in
recent weel Mr. said,
is n(n an abstract

Text of the ]omt U S. Sovxet Statement ‘Greater Understandmg Achieved’

'
t Special o The New York Times

'GENEVA, Nov. 21 — Following is
the text of the joint Soviet-American
statement at the end of the summit
mgeting today, as mada public by the
White House: .

By mutual agxeement. the Presi-
dént of the United States, Ronald

unlst Party of the SWlet Union, Ml-
%all S. Gorbachev, met in Geneva
NW, 19-21. Attending the meeting on
U.S. side were Secretary of State
George P. Shultz; chief of staff, Don-
ald T. Regan; Assistant to the Prest-
dént, ‘Robert C, McFarlane; Ambas-
sador to the U.S.8.R., Arthur A. Hart-
man; special adviser to the President
and the Secretary of State for Arms
C¢ntrol, Paul H. Nitze; Assistant Sec-
mary o( State of Eumpean Affairs,
Rpzanng L. Ridgway; Special Assist-
ant to Lhe Presldent for National Se-
curity Affairs, Jack F. Matlock.
iter on the Soviet side were
lember of the Politburo of the Cen-
tral Committee of the .U,
Mlmster of Foreign Affairs ‘Eduard
Aj sbevardnadze' th Deputy For-

In this_connection- the lwu sides
have confirmed the importance of an
vnsomg dialogue, "reflecting their

desire to seek common ground,

on e}nstmg problems.

&teed to meet again in the
nearest The Geneg?al Secre-
tary accepted. an invitation by the
President o( the United States to visit
the United States of America, and the
President of the Umted States ac-

a. APSU to vl?xt tll;e gwlet
on. Arrangements for the timing
of the visits will be agreed upon
o e;llplomatlc channels.

r meetings, agreement was
reached on a number of specific
ues. Areas of ag:eement are regis-

tered on the following pa

Security

The sides, havu'? dnscussed kefy
curity issues, an the
special resg)onsnbllny of the USSR
and the U.S. for maintaining peace,
have agreed that a nuclear war can-
not be won andhmus! never b:l if!yu
ecognizing that any conflict
tweenlheUSSRan the U. oould

bassador to the United States,
Anatoly F. Dobrynin; head of the De-
' p3rtment of Proj anda of the Cen-
the C.P.S.U., Alek-
r N. Yakovlev; head of the De-
rtment of International Informa-
tipn of the Central Committee of the
C.PS.U., Leonid M. Zamyatin;
aﬁsistam to the General Secretary of
the Central Committee * of the
C,P.5.U., Andrei M. Aleksandrov.
‘These comprehensive discussions
cvered the basic questions of U.S.
Soviet relations and the current inter-
natlmal situation. The meetings were

. Serious differences
rémam ona number of critical issues.
ile ac] ledging the differ-

efices in theu‘ systems and ap-
ppoaches to international issues,

some greater understanding of each
side’s view was schleved b)

greed about the
tg improve U.S.-Soviet relations and
. theinternational situation as a whole.

they
emphaslzed the importance of pre-
venting any war between them,
whether nuclear or conventional.
They will not seek to achleve military
superiority.

Nuclear and Space Talks

The President and the General Sec-
retary discussed the negotiations on
nuclear and space arms.

g to accelerate the work
af these negotiations, with a view to
accomplis| the tasks set down in
the Joint U.S.-Soviet Agreement of
Jan. 8, 1985, namely to prevent an
arms race in space and to terminate
it on earth, to limit and reduce nu-
clear arms and enhance strateglc
stablhty . Iy tab.
' roposals recent y tal
led b; k:ﬁe U. ; and the Soviet Union,
they called for ea.rly pmyess in
particular in areas where there is
‘common ground, including the princi-

Tt

ple of 50 percent reducduns in the ni~
5% R mpempriately sppiih o
. appropriately 2 , we
well as the idea of ag interim LN.F.
agréement,
During the of these
ffective r

firmed that they are in favor of a gen-
eral and complete prohibition of
chemical weapons and the destruc-
tion of existing stockmles of such

ministries and departments in such
fields as agriculture, housi
tecllwn of the environment have been

0 that of

pons,
g’l(ons to concl:ge an eﬁecnve and

ef 3
wverification of compliance with obli.
gations assumed will be agreed upon.

Risk Reduction Centers

The sides agreed to study the ques-
tion at the expert level of centen to
reduce nuclear risk tal int
count thq issues and developments m
the Geneva negotiations. They took
satisfaction in such recent steps in
this direction as the modemxzauon of
the Soviet-U.S. hot lin

Nuclear Nonproliferatlon.l

General Secretary Gorbachev and
President Reagan reaffirmed the
commitment of the U.S.S.R. and the
U.S. to the Treaty on the Nonprolifer-
ation of Nuclear Weapons and their
interest in strengv.henmg together

two sides ag:eed 0 lntenslfy
bllateral discussions on the level of
experts on all aspects of such a cheme
ical weapons ban, including the quec—
tion of verification. They agreed to

fnitiate a dlalofue on preventing the
proliferation of chemical weapons.

Mutual Basic
Force Reduction
The two sides emphasized the im-
2.3
pressed their wxllmgness to work for
positive results.
C.D.E.

Atcaclung great lmponance to the

with other countries
tion regime, and in furmarenhanclng
the effectiveness of the treaty, mter
alia by enlargmg its membership.

R. and the U.S. reaffirp
thelr cnmmltment, assumed by them
under the Treaty on the Nonprolifera-
tion of Nuclear Weaj , to pursue
negotiations in good axt.h ‘on matters
of nuclear arms limitation and disar-
mament in accordance with Article
VI of the treaty.

The two sides plan to continue fo
promote the strengthening of the In-
ternational Atomic Energy Agency
and to support the activitfes of the
agency in implementing safeguards
as well as in promoting the peaceful,
uses of nuclear energy.

They view posmvely the practice of

regular Soviet-U.S. consultations on
nonproliferation of nuclear ‘weapons,
which have inesslike and

constructive, and express their intent
to continue this practice in the future:.

Chemical Weapons

In the context of discussing se.
curity problems, the two sldes reaf-

nfidence
and Secumy Building Measuru and
Disarmament in Europe and noting
the progress made there, the two
sides stated their intention to facili-
tate, together with the other partici-
pating states, an early and successful
completion of the work of the confer-
ence. To this end, they reaffirmed the
need for a document which would in-
clude mutuall{ml eptable confidence,
and securit; ding measures and
gave concrete expression and effort
to the principle of nonuse of force.

Process of Dialogue

President Reagan and General Sec-
retary Gorbachev agreed on the need
to place on a regular basis and mten—
sify dialogue at various levels, Al
with meetings between the leaders of
the two countries, this envis
regular meetings between the
U.S.S.R. Minister of Foreign Affairs
and the U.S. Secretary of State, as
well as between the heads of other
ministries and agencies.
that the recenc Visits of the hea of

views on regional issues on the expert
level have proven useful, agre
;0 continue such exchanges onaregu-
ar basis.
‘The sides intend to expand the pro-
grams of bilateral cultural, educa-
tional and sclenul’letechnlcal ex-
changes, 50 to develop trade
and economlc lles The President of
the United States and tbe General
Secretary of the Céntral Committee
of the C.P.S.U. attended the signing
of the Agreement on Contacts and Ex-
changes in Scientific, Educational
and Cultural Fields.

They agreed on the importance of
resolvis cases in the

obal task — through joint re-

seam and practical measures. Inac-
eordancs with the existing U.S.-

Soviet ment in this area, consul-
tatlons will be held next year in Mos-
cow and ashlngwu on specific pro-
grams of cooperation.

Exchange Initlatives

The two leaders agreed on the util-
ity of broadening excl es and cone
tacts including some of their new
forms in a number of scientific,
educational, medical
fields (inter alia,
development of ucatlona.l ex-
changes and software for elementary
and secondary school instruction;

measures to promote Russian lan.

spirit of ration.

They believe that there should be
greater understanding among our
peoples and that to this end they will
encourage greater travel and people-
to-people contact.

Northern Pacific
Air Safety

The two leaders also noted with
satisfaction that, in cooperation with
the ernment of Japan, the United
States and the Soviet Union have
agreed to a set of measures to pro-
mote safety on air routes in the North

Pacific and have worked out steps to
implement them.

Civil Aviation Consulates

They acknowledged that delega-
tions {rom the United States and the
Soviet Union have begun negotiations
aimed at resumption of air servlces
The two leaders expressed their
stre to reach a mutually benellclal
agreement at an early date. In this re-
gard, an a ment was reached on

the simultaneous opening of consul- '

ates general in New York and Kiev.

Environmental Protection
" Both sides agreed to contribute to

the preservation of the environment
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the United States and
ish language studies in the
-S.R.; the annual exchange of pro-
fessors lo conduct special courses in
history, culture and economics at the
relevant departments of Soviet and
American institutions - of higher
education; mutual allocation of schol-
arships for the best students in the
natural sciences, technology, social
sciences and humanities for the
period of an academic year; hold;g&
regular meets in various sports
increased television coverage of
sports events). The two sides agreed
to resume cooperation in combating
cancer diseases.
The relevant agencies in each of the
countries are being instructed to de-

Z}e‘lop speclﬂc Pro; rams for these ex-"

anges. The resulting programs will
be reviewed by the leaders at their
next meeting.

Fusion Research

The two leaders emphasized the
rtance of the work
ing controlled thermo-
nuclear fusion for peaceful purposes
and, in this connection, advocated the
widest practicable developmen( of in-
ternational coupennon m

this source of energy, wi is essen-
ualy mexhausnble, for Lhe beneﬁl for

E
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i
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Summlt Flnale- Russian Is Optimistic

Excerpts From Gorbachev News Session: ‘All Have a Stake

GENEVA, Nov. 21 (AP) — Following are excerpts from Mikhail S. Gorbachev’s news con-
ference in Geneva today, as translated by the Swiss organizers of the summit meeting.

~ OPENING STATEMENT

We, (oo, have fairly well assessed the reall-
(lﬁl of the situation. You can see just how far
the militarization of the economy' has pro-
ceeded and even political thinking along

those lines. But we do, we have full well ap-
préciated that the situation in the world is too
dangerous to give up even the sugmest
chance of correcting, of redr the situa-
tion of moving toward more stabls and last.

ce.
'@ already found ourselves on the thresh-
old—- in fact, within 3 few months before the
1 summit meeting — that we began pav-

in; @ way in a sense ta the very Geneva
meeting, and we began trying to es-
tablish afavorable climate for that meeting.

¢ Back in the summer already, we unilater-
ally halted all nuclear explosions and ex-
pressed our readiness to immediately begin
talks on a comprehensive nuclear test ban.
We similarly &ctabushed a unxlateral rnom-
torium on antisatellite weapons and, as you
know, wé submitted radical mposals for the
reduction of nuclear arsenals.
Our roposals not to have the arms race ex-
into space were accompanied by pros
?:“l’ for establishing the broadest posnble
ternational cooperation for. peaceful re-
search and utilization of outer space for tho
< benefit of all nations.

.;. - Basfs for Mutual Understanding
o And :we did our utmost to lay the basis for a
© mutyal unde; before the meeti
+ would get under way, to improve the politic:
atmosphers.”:
So, as 1 say, already at the threshold of the
" GGeneva sunmit meet] g.e rera were political
comultatwa meetings held together among
I the Warsaw Pact member countries in Sofia,
# whera there werg loud voices raised by the
5 socialist countries in (avor of peace, détente,
ration, voices raised against the arms
race, voiced raised against confrontation and
, in favor of an improved international situa-
tion in the interests of ali people of this earth.
And all of those measures were dictated by
1 @ sense of res) ibility for the fate of tha
world, They not meet with the reaction’
we might have hoped for from our partners in
;)h: Geneva talks before that meeting would

hel
We firmly maintained a constructive posi.
o, and we felt it was necessary to exert
evéry effort to establish an example. The
very complexity of the international situation
, convinced us that direct talks with the Presi.
i dentolt.hc U.8.A. would be essential, in light
! of the tremendous the Soviet Union and
: the United States play, of course, which give
!dse to domestic responsibility, as well for
those states and the political leaders.
The Nuclear Threat
was that the time had come
it of the nuclear threat that hung
, we would have to get down to
r. And you're all, to thé same
volved, Our Soviet people — and

!
i
| people as well — have a stake in this.
1Al les of the world have a stake in
! . W contine to feel that le
it t]

: i rvved that true pmsmss be ach(eved to
i halt the arms race, to all dimensions.
| _ Thereare two main aspects in this process.
IWhatweamdvlngon one hand is consis-
tent toward the aspirations of nations
world, regardless of where
| they live, regardless of their political creeds
+ or religious
| might be. And at the same time, there's also
I the responsibmty side.

Time of

liefs, whatever their traditions .

' We submitted our own thoughts to the
President, our assessment of the interna-
tional situation and our basic premise in that

regard was that over the recent decades in
the world there have been radical changes,
radical change- that require new approaches
and fresh about a number of issues
that affect foreign policy.

n other words, the very objectively as-
sessed course of world events has meant that
questions of war and peace, questions of sur-

ival — and here let me stress that I’
specifically using ‘he word survival not in an
effort to dramatize the situation or to intimi-
date anyone, but to demonstrate that we all
keenly feel that this is the reality of the world

oday — these matters were given priority,
inasmuch as this i3 the key, the burning issue
that affects the interests of all of us.

And I would say that the failure to look for
solutions to these overwhelming problems is
something we cannot do.

‘The Will of the People

We are speaking about the will of the Soviet

le, and the will of the American people,

and the will of all peoples of the world. And

that, we have again drawn the atten-

tion of the American side to yet another cir-

cumstance about which I have already had
occasion to speak.

But it’s such an important circumstance,
one to which we attach such very great im-

rtance that we feel it necessary to reiterate
it again at this session.

And that is the fact that it's already diffi-
cult for us to engage in a constructive dia-
logue on halting the arms race and the nu-
clear arms race, but tomorrow it will be even
more difffcult to carry off, which is why that
meeting, this meeting, was necessary, which
is why we needed responsible dxalngue, be-
cause we all have now reached that border-
line where we have to give great thought to
the realities of the day, that broader ap-
proach to national interests that would lmﬂ-
fy:;e ;ustdhow wae should proceed in future

‘What governs the actual thinking of the
American Administration? That required a
geat deal of worlk on our part to appreciate

at. Great effort was invested in that re-
gard, and I might add that I would go so far
;ja tsuay that we had to endeavor to be un-

a

Shared Initial Premise
the course of that meeting, we un-
covered that we do seem to share a certain
initial premise as concerns improvinj
relations. That is the understanding
nuclear war capnot occur, that there can be
no winners in 4 nuclear war.

The differences between our two countries
remain. There is still competition between
us, but we have to try and keep a lid od this so
that n does not come into the sphere of mili-
tary

We Te qunts well aware of the weaker and
stronger points of the American society, as
well as those to be found in other devel
countries. And we are aware of the achieve-
ments they can claim, their potential, and
naturally we're all the more aware of our

. own potential, some ot which is snu un-

tapped.

In a word, we are for competition w-nh the
United States, for active rivalry with the
United States.

The problem of war and peace lies at the
center of the policies of all countries, of the
greatest concern to all countries, developed
capitalist countries, the socialist countries,
the deve!lggmg countries. There are the eco-
nomic problems that face them, social prob-
lems, ecological problems, these all can be
successfuly solved if we work together, itwe

1 rmight sum up in a word. To characterize
gich resent international situation, the state
+ in which we find ourselves nvw. I wnruld char-
! acterize that as a time of ibil
! ity. And people throughout ewoﬂd 1ave un-
derstood r.hah and are acﬁng accordingly.
. But from that, of course, from that situation,
that assessment of the situation, we must
. have poudea, state pouciu modeled as a
; function of those considerations, poucies
which will be pmwed by their political
leaders:
1 was much impressed by the letters I re-
 ceived from the Soviet Union, and the United
! States of America, from all of Europe, Asia,
! Altlca, even Australia. From children,
| women, men, war veterans. And it's very im-'
| portant that Tstress just how just how promi-
nﬁeg{l 11‘1“ this respect were youth, because it is

n is for ywlhs, this future. It is they who
1l be taking over the responsibility for the
fam of this world.
Sessions With Reagan

And about the meeting itself now, a few
| | words, There were quite a number of private
sessions held with President R:I:lgan before
| the actual talks themgelves, it wasn't
I ,ust a matter of arithmetic,
| 1t took. These were ve? ellran: talks pg;)nm&
rdmes very lively. At one t it
'hege‘:ame very, very lively indeed.
neven.heless 1 think they were to a cer-

- tain extent pmduct.we talks,
01 course, a‘?‘eac deal more time was
spent in wy [vate sessions than planned.
In fa;t‘, 1 would say they took up

@ main
part of the time allotted to us over the two
days, now that we are saying goodbye, I

was t?mg 0 think back just how many times
1 think it was soms five or six
different oocasl{ms wé had to meet and had
an opportunity to spend a least a good hour
talking to one another.
And this enabled us to dxscuss awide range
- of issyes, looking at one another straight in
the eye. The talks proceeded in political lag.
?ua inavery open way. in a very straight-
lorwaid manner, I think that was not
of great sig;mﬂcance. P'd say it was deci-
sive.
And it was especially during those talks as
well as during the plenary sessions, and
the more extensive, contacts we had
ong the various members of the two dele-
adons, including the expens, the Soviet and
erican, these experts being the greatest
amhonﬂe: on the subjects disc , not
in our twg countries but in the world as a
waIe, the fact that all this occurred made it
possible the course of two days to ac-
wmplish a very serious plece of worlk.

each other.

We must have dialogue for this. We must
broaden our trade and coopefation We must
keep all this in mind.

And finally the problem of our developing
world. We mustn’t shut our eyes to the fact
that things are developing there, too. We
must find new policies which will reflect the
realities of what's happening in this enor-
mous continent, hundreds of different coun-
tries that are trying to achieve a better life, a
better standing.

And the most important 1ssue, I'll come
back to it, we must do eve: we can to
stop !he arms race. Everbody understands
that. F'm convinced that the old approaches,
the old ways which take into account
moré than these purely personal interests, a
purely isolated approach, will take us 10 fur-

We ‘must have a new policy which answers
the needs of today’s states and the realities of
today, and all the things which world history
has put to the forefront.

Common Cause of Nations

And there is one other thing involved in
what we were talking about in Geneva at the
summit meeting. It revolved around certain
subjects, that is the common cause of all na-
tions. I think the overwhelming majority of
political leaders are in favor of accelerating
the Geneva process so as to come up with
means of halting the arms race and engaging
in disarmament.

The actual truth is, the Soviet Union is open
to controls, And if there is agreement
achieved to ban the extension of weapons into
outer space, then again we're prepared to
open our 1aboratoﬂu to any sorts of verifica-
tions or

But we're bemg told to open our laborato-
ries already so that they can check out
wheLher wa're engaged in research for outer-

space weaj . But that’s not even logical.

at’s cer(amly unacceptable at this stage.

1f the U.S. authority calls a halt to any nu-
clear testing, and if we can arrive at agree-
ment on that, there will be absolutely no
pmblems on our side with regard to verifica-

At this stage, the divergence between our
two positions emerged. But we're certainly

prepared to come up with some sort of mutu-
ally acceptable solution, provided there is no
arms race in space. i

Arms Race and Soviet

I've tried to be very sincere with the Pmi-
dent in our talks. It seems to me that much of
American policy with regard to the Soviet
Union is based on misunderstanding. In some
cases, people feel that the arms race ex-
hausts the Soviet Union economically, and
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this or that part of the world, the way
are there; of course our evajuation of situa-
tions anywhere will be different, very often
they’ll be completely contradictory.

In principle, we have nothing against dis-
cussing regional problems here or there, and

 to find ways in which we can help to

put

Butatthe same time, we continue to stress,
and I want to say now, we want to do it with-

out any m‘ederenco in the internal affairs of

any coun
Such u mu' conception of Soviet-American
relations. And that's the sort of attitude with
‘which we came to this meeting, with which
we talked to the President the whole of
his delegation.
U.S. Soviet Relations

We considered that to improve Soviet-
American relations — it is fectly possible
a lot of problems have built up. I would say
there are loads of problems which really
have to be, the path has to be cleared before
we can go ahead. But the Soviet leadership
has the political will to do this work of clear-
ing the path. But we must work together.

find the path is blocked if you're

st or a miner, then a special brigade

is called up to dectde how can we save the
situation, how can we save the people who
are stuck behind this landslide, as it were.

And we t00, we must decide how to save our

thereby strengthens the hand of the United
States of America.

But history has already disproven such
prophecies in the past We've nlways
able to respond. So I think there’s some sort
of an illusion prevailing in military spheres
and that it hag somehow man to come
across to certau;gohdcal circles. Mayba this
has even reached the president himself.

I must say we did get the impression that
the Americans are certainly very strong in
certain areas of technology, particularly in
computer sciences, in radio communication,
and of course there’s the desire too for us to
grab onto that and gain some sort of superi.

ority.

But one could even quote President John-
son, way back, who said that whoever man-
ages to gain power in space will rule the
earth. And th%m just itching to get their
hands into it. They’re just itching to get thi:
world domination and look down on the wm-ld
frona on high. It’s an old, longstanding ambi-
tion.

The Right to Choose

The internal processes of every particular
country, the interests of every pe(gle, the
peoples who own these sovereign rights in
their countries, the right to choose, to choose
which path they’re going to take, to choose
which ey '8 goma to use. lhe met.b-

ods {orms
cesses are gomg to !ake, even theu' choice of
friends, that's the right of each nation.

1f we don’t recognize this, then I don’t know
bow wa can build international relations.
When I traveled to England in December last

yeéar — it was last year, wasn't it? — I de-
cided that 1 was goixﬁnt‘o poma back to the
words of r.he ‘great Palmerston. Palmerston

said that England doesn't have eternal
friends or etemal enémies, it only has eternal
interests.

Perbaps I haven’t translated Palmerston
correctly into Russian, but I think that's the
spirit of what he said, so that’s what I said ta
Thatcher. I'sald I agree with that. But if you
and Palmerston, you're now his successor, if
you recognizé that you have your interests,
then of Course have to recognize that
other nations also have their interests.

Question of Cooperation

And when about 200 different countries in
the international forum have their say, then
of course evéryone has to express his own in-
terests. But the ﬁ uestion is to what degree
their interests will bé realized. That depends
on them and the rest of us. It's .n oommon
concern, it’s a mon of coope:

But if anyone that the whole wvrld is
somebody’s backyard, I — here, I'm talking
both in terms of the Soviet Union and of the
United States and of other countries — we do
not accept this principle. We have always
said 10 years ago, and today we repeat it and
we'll say it tomorrow, we have no aml
policy in this respect. Our policies are open
and honest. And that’s the way we act.

The tenslon — this is what we said both to
the President and the American delegation,
conflicts and even whole regions wars,
the wars which take place in this or that re-
glon between this or that country, whichever
part of the world it’s in — these are all based
upon what happened in the past, and upon the
socfal: and economi¢ conditions in which
;hese countries and regions are existing to-

ay.
‘The Hand of Moscow®

To imagine that all these contradictions
are just a result of the nvalr(es between East
and West would be not only wrong but it
‘would be very dangerous. If in today 's world,
Mexico dnd several other countries, rich
countries, and thera I could include Brazil,
find themselves incapable not only of paying
their debts but of paying the interest on their
debts.

You can imagine what effect that's having
on their societies. And this situation is going
to get worse. There is g to be an explo-
sion, so again, are people ta say, That's
the hand of Moscow?

You can’t. Can you be so irresponsible to
give those kinds of opinions on these sorts of
issues?

On_the world stage, some people still do
blame Moscow for everything, but they
shouldn’t. It should not be allowed, ospecmlly
at meeungs like this, so we agreed at firs
that we're not gmng to say stupid things m
each other of this

Enough of that svn of stupid remark has
been made before. Thanks to you, my jour-
nalistic friends.

Source of Responsibility

Of course the Soviet Union and the United
States, the two most powerful states with
their global interests, with own allies
_and friends, they all have their own priorities
“in matters of foreign policy, but Soviet
leadership sees this not as a source of con-
frontation but rather as a source of paxﬂculu
responsibility that our countries hold.

‘The Soviet Union and the United States of
America and their leaders are responsible
for the future of the world, that’s how wé see
it. Of course wa can discuss and argue about

from the stress which has built
up, how we must go away from confrontation
into a more healthy way ‘of solving problems.
'nxls work we must do

W 6 are repared for this sort of united ef-
fort. I said to the president that it would be a
great shame and s mistake if we don ! make

use, you and me, of the opportunity w] has
appeared for us to change the dxrection of the
situation that we find ourselves

1 would like to come back to the main issue,
which rearl{lg' was ln':le central thread ow
meetil a single meeting, not a single
round of talks at the téte-3-téte went by with-
out us talking about war and peace, about dis-
armament and so on. This was the main
thread of the Geneva meeting.

L The ‘Star Wars’ Program

We expected the American side, that the
‘““Star Wars" pi m will not only lead to a
further arms race, but it will mean that all

the American
side was sa; that it's a defensive system,
a rocket system with some space weapons.

They kept saying, How can you say after
the Geneva meeﬁ.ng to your people that you
refused the posslbﬂxty of cutting down on of-
fensive weapons?

Our answer to that is one I will repeat for
you now: we are prepared to 1ge in radi-
cal cutbacks in nuclear weapons provided
that the door to unleashing an arms race in
wter space be ﬂrm!y slammed shut.

eng’agn in an uutial
phase of 50 percent cutba in arsenals, and
We are pi to appeal to other nuclear
powers to join with us and take it further.

In certain parts of the world, among cer-

bunger in Africa; the struggle aj

ternational temrism inthest: e against
environment L&ﬁluﬂoﬂ, pmblems such as
acid rain, and ruggle against heart

md cance:
you ve
very decisive phase own commog
tory. We do remember Lhat We haven't fot-
ten about t.hat And as a result of the
leva meeting, I believe there is the possi-
buny for very d-based cooperation be-
reen our two countries and our peoples, and
that I'm not endeavoring to sim-
phfy ‘matters. I'm very well aware of the
very deep differences that divide us, and Tap-
freclate the realities of present Saviet-Amer-
ican relations. But we are nevertheless con-
vinced that this is possible, including with
uoooperadan in such matters as you men-

1do not want to get into the ins and outs of
these matters now, but I do believe that we
cou!d release tremendous resources by stop-
ping the arms race to provide better assist-
ance to developing wu.ntrleu In America to-
day, there are tremendous numbers of people
who are suffering from famine, where 50 per-
cent of the kids are not getting enough to eat.
1f we were to cut back on arms 3 to 10 per-
cent, we should be in a position to do a tre-

much for recalling

. mendous amount to alleviate such mblems

1 do appreciate quesf 1 should
like to res; affirmatively. Tdon't mean to
say that there are not differences on one
may approach this problem.

Safety of the World

Q. President Reagan’s response to your re-
marks on “Star Wars,” S.D.I., was that we

have just as man; nuclear weapons after the
summit, after meeting as before the

through our united ef-

1

sh.(eld But that’s not the wai' itisatall. Inac-
tual fact, taking account o the fact that at
ready now in the world therd are such mas~
sive weapons that have been accumulated, it
seems we're being told to engage in a further
arms race. -
Rivalry in Outer Space
We can hardly manage ay it is to harness"
the arms race. And here in this very complex !
situation as it is already now, you’re trying to
in further rivalry that would take u:
into outer space.
But who can guarantee, who can provida.,
any guarantees that we’ll be able tmy i
these sorl of producﬂve talks: 1

sense would

t.hal's goins to be d!fﬂcull after S D.! 1

Try to imagine — and this is exactly whax
we tned to put across to the American side —
just try to imagine what sort of a confronfas;
u could arise, what’s alréad; happemng

now, what would happen from those missiles:

if the warheads, say, if the nuclear chargs
were to suddenly break off from some sort of -

space ensemble.

T'm not even saying whose side would be~
responsible with st a mishap. But just:
imagine that could happen. There’s an at-
tempt being made, say, to destroy it. And al
sorts of computers will be at work, political
leaders at that point would have no way of ex-
ercising any control over it, to control the
situation.

That's the sort of picture one could
And I tried to say to the President that san;
we felt that he himself was so caught up wit
that idea, as a human being, as an indivi duz
we could Sort of understand it. But we eoulg
not understand that l:o 23 a political leader

would adopt that
that after these talks tho
American side will very,

- through everything we have been able to say

on this subject. We see that the Americans.
aren’t particularly happy with our wa 0!"

thinking, but frankly we failed to see

reasoning.

Sharing Technology : :
e& that if we’re the first one to coma
up wil solution we’ll share it with you. -~

We've already said that we wouldn’t wage-
a first strike against the Umted Slates of
America, So why are you
arms race into outer space? Don’l you bp
lieve us when we say we won't wage a first,
strike?

Why should we believe you more than you:
shm.\ld believe us? We have more ground not
to believ ai:ua.

Weare dy preparing not to goout into’
outer space, not to engage in underground ml.-
clear éxplosions. Gens speaking,
would like to help, and certainly this won’t bi
v_he last word from the American Administras

We have had some very oomp:ehequ
talks here, certainly we have listened to one
another’s arguments And we've cenamlj
taken all that down.

If the United States has the will and deter.
mination to take account of all the d
tive and negative as; sol!DI 1

tain %eopxes. certain journalistic circles,  then there really will for
there been a certain positive reaction to - a constructive soluﬂon lems of our in+
$.D.L Different le are talking about de-  ternational situation, arly in the are(
fense, it seems — defensive weapons, abouta  of the arms race. H
‘ i
. H
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS i
U.S. and Soviet as Allles meeting. Can you tell usif the world isa safer
place because of this m , and if so, why'
Q. In World War 1I, the United States and A. I will be so bold, l as to state that
the Soviet Union were allied against the Som-  inspiteof the fact a3 you say there is as muc]
mon enemy of Iascism and they beat Fas- a3 there was before the meeting,
cism. On the basis of your talks in the last few wam be so bold as to say that the world
) day: wid: Presldem Reagan, mcm feel that "~ has become a more secure place,
jon and the United States can Inany case, as! seeit the actual fact of th;
again be aulen, and T d uka to be specific in  meeting and what has been achieved is a cer-
the folls areas: struggle agams( tain contribution to the questjon of safety and

security, use we have taken the first step

on cll‘xm Vv&ay to ung‘existandlng faoﬁ’ respect for
ea er, to dialogue, to
securfu and st;

positive,

Arms Cutbacks f

Q. What practical tangible steps could the
Soviet the United States take for a
prom; cutback on lhe arms race

A. It seems to me — in my general state-
ment I spoke largely about that very tl
But do let me say that we have to stop, if wi
canavuid, ving an arms racé in space,
what we've done here, what the Amerians
have contributed here, will enable us to make
greater headway toward up with
}” Jmm!su estabbshms panty at vaex
evels.

Of course 1 could elaborate on the sub?ecq.
There is very good ma available —
the Geneva talks, for example — and I wouls
i‘m add that we are hoping that the Amer-
ican Administraton hag yet to say m last
woxd on a comprehensive test ban on

" whole world is in favor of such as test
ban. The Americans still have time to reflect
on the matter, I think thai d constitute a
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